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a. "ex parte in-court testimony or its functional equivalent—that is, material 

such as affidavits, custodial examinations, prior testimony that the defendant 

was unable to cross-examine, or similar pretrial statements that declarants 

would reasonably expect to be used prosecutorially" (Brief for Petitioner 23);  
b. "extrajudicial statements . . . contained in formalized testimonial materials, 

such as affidavits, depositions, prior testimony, or confessions" (White v. 
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The subsequent histories of all cases referred to in the broadcast should be checked before 
relying on the case. 
 


